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ADVERTISEMENT. 


HOUGH the following Letter be 
chiefly the compoſition of one perſon, 
the Thoughts it contains are thoſe of ſeyeral, 
with whoſe united approbation they are your: 


liſhed, 


— 


If any ſhould aſk, why they themſelves 2 
did not undertake the buſineſs which they _ 


thus freely recommend to others? The true 
anſwer is, that they thought many others, 


whom they could eaſily name, better able to 


do juſtice to the ſubject than themſelves, il: 


being eaſier to point out what is wanting to 


be done than to execute it. 


| However, if nothing ſhould appear, in the 
courſe of a year or two, which auſwers tq 
their ideas, they confeſs themſelves willing 


to make the beſt attempt they e can to effect | 


the oe} of their wiſhes, 
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; To LEARNED, OR THODOX, AND CANDID 
MixISsTERSGU or ALL DENOMINATIONS : wy” 


Reverend Gentlemen, 


HE Friends of genuine Chriſtianity 
cannot. but lament,” 1n arne as 
25 they perceive, ** the corruptions of it among 
its profeſſors. To us it appears, that one of 
the groſſeſt of thoſe corruptions is, that y 
which pretends fo diſcover and reform them. 
We mean Socinianiſin; wbich maintains the 
mere Humanity of Jeſus Chriſt, and denies | 


, 


2 Thous ghts on the Progreſs 


both his Pre- exiſtence, and the Atonement- 
| for fin. by the blood of his croſs. 

That Socinianiſm hath, for ſome years paſt, 
been making a rapid progreſs in this country, 


is a fact too evident to need a proof, and in 


our idea, a matter greatly to be lamented ; 


as we cannot but apprehend that this doctrine 


robs the goſpel of ſome of its peculiar glories, 
brings Chriſtianity neatly to a level with the 
religion of nature, and thus tends to prepare 
the way for Deiſm. 

We are far from thinking that its abettors 
ſee it in this light: ſome of them we readily 
admit, are men of upright views, and ex- 
cellent moral characters, who mean to ſerve 


the. intereſt of. Chriſtianity. But this does 


not alter our views of the doctrine itſelf, nor 
leſſen our apprehenſion of its dangerous ten- 


dency. We have not to do vr men, but 
things. 


It has been ſaid, that the grand | def gn 


&« of Chriſtianity i 1s to engage men to live 
6&6 ' ſober, righteou 8, and godly lives; and that 
& this end is as well ſecured oy the Socinian 
view of it as by any other.“ The former 


of theſe propoſitions we readily allow. The. 


latter we "muſt diſpute, The doctrine of tlie 


Atonement 


— 


— 


SOA Is. 3 
Atte by the death of Chriſt, appears 
to us to de founded on ſuch views of the | 


divine perfections, and to ſuggeſt ſuch mo- i 
tives to univerſal holineſs, as well as to Fieſ 


ſuch conſolation to the penitent guilty; that 


the denial of it greatly weakens the effledcy 

of the goſpel as a practical ſyſtem, though 4 . 
does not utterly deſtroy it. And we Tee this 
doctrine ſo clearly reycaled! in the ſacred ſcrip- x 


türes, that It is matter of aftoniſhment to ths 


that any, who receive them as the rule of 
their faith, can oppoſe, or for 4 mottſent 


doubt, concerning it. Nor can we help 
tkinking, that to reconcile the ſcriptutes to 
the opinions of the Socinians, neceſſatily re- 


quires them tb be tortured in ſuch a degree, 


as mult tend to give the generality of readers 


ſuch an idea of their obſcurity, às is likely | 
to promote Scepticiſm with 1 5 to 9 


divine original. od. 


On theſe accounts we eantot vi FOES 


a painful coticern, while we obſerye the pro- 


greſs of the Sociniaii tenets, aud aþpreie U 
the increaſing ſpread of them, ufleſs ſome 


vigotous methods be adopted to prerbut it. 
And we feel an ardefit with that you, who 


are ** ſet for a defence of the goſpel,” would 


B 2 | exert 
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exert youſelves in order to ſo important an 


object. It is with a view of exciting you to 
this, that we preſume to publiſh the preſent 


addreſs. 3 - 


Far be it from us to ſuggeſt or indulge a 


| wiſh, that you ſhould call in the aid of the 


civil magiſtrate to reſtrain thoſe who, with 


ſo much ſucceſs, preach or write in defence 
of any erroneous opinions whatſoever. We 


are fully perſuaded that all have an equal 


right to think for themſelves, and to publiſh 
their opinions in what manner they pleaſe. 
It is a poor compliment to the truth as it 
« is in Jeſus,” to ſuppoſe that i it needs carnal 
weapons to be uſed in its defence. If fair 
arguments from reaſon and ſcripture will not 


ſupport any cauſe i it is not worth ſupporting. 
That theſe means, properly uſed, would in 


the preſent caſe prevail, we have not a doubt. 


Having thought much on the ſubject, 


ſome things have occurred to us with reſpect 


to the moſt effectual method of procedure, 
which, with all becoming deference, we ſub- 


5 mit to your ſerious conſideration. 


It ſeems natural in the firſt place to en- 
N into the CAUSES of the undoubted fact 


—that 


of SQ0CcINIANISM. , 3 
chat Socinianiſm has of late made a "yy 
conſiderable progreſs, | 
Some of its abettors aſcribe it to ch 4 
rior learning, ability, and diſcernment of its 
patrons. We are free to confeſs their ability, 
and particularly that of one of their party, 
who has eminently diſtinguiſhed himſelf in 
the philoſophical world. But we ſe no rea- 
ſon for thinking the Socinians in general are 
poſſeſſed of talents ſuperior to thoſe of other 
men. There are undoubtedly among You, 
both within the pale of the national church, 

and among the Diſſenting clergy, men who, 
if we may judge from their writings on 
other ſubjects, may be ſafely placed in com- 
petition with any who have appeared on he - 
oppoſite fide. And there are others of you, 
who have not diſtinguiſhed yourſelves as - 
authors, that are well known to poſleſs every 
talent which would qualify you to enter * 
| liſt with the ableſt of your opponents, 11 
A more probable reaſon of the ſucceſs of 
the Socinians is, their abundant zeal in pro- 
pagating their ſentiments, and the want of 
it among the ableſt friends to the orguagiox 
cauſe. | IP U 


e e 
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The zeal of certain advocates for Socini- 
aniſm, has of late been extraordinary; and 


| ſome of them have had a peculiarly favour- 


able opportunity for exerting it to advantage, 


by attracting the notice of the public in an 
uncommon degree. Their having left the 


church of which they were members, and 
refigned* their emoluments for the ſake of 
conſcience, is, in modern times, a ſingular 
circumſtance, which may naturally be ſup- 
poſed to have prejudiced men of principle 
in their favour, as well as to have excited the 
curioſity of multitudes to enquire into the 
cauſe. Theſe gentlemen ſeem to have im- 


proved to the utmoſt the circumſtances which 


thus awakened enquiry, in order to ſatisfy 
it. They have not only publiſhed - their 


Apologies, for reſigning their chutch-prefer- 


ment, and, as honeſt men, fully repreſented 
their objections to the docttine and worſhip 
which they had formerly embraced; but 


they have in various writings undertaken to 
defend their new opinions, and zealouſſy 


laboured to make converts to them. 
Nor have there been wanting coadjutors 
in the Socinian cauſe among the Proteſtant 
Diflenters. One author of that deſcription 
pd has 


* 


of SOCINIANISM. 7 


has far exceeded all the reſt in induſtry and 
zeal, to overturn the doctrines which had for 
ages been reputed orthodox, and to prove 
Socinianiſm to be primitive Chriſtianity. The 
reputation Which his Philoſophical writings | 
had acquired, has procured him a degree 
attention Which his Theological pieces along, - 
would ſcarcely have gained. And it is re- 
ported, on reſpectable authority, that his 
great ohject in all his other learned labous 
was, to engage the more general attention ta 
bis pieces in Divinity, and thus the more 
effectually difleminate his religious principles, 
A degree of zeal this which, ſhews.a man to 
be in earneſt, and which is worthy a betten 
eauſe. Let the reader caſt. his eye an-the , 
Catalogue which uſually cloſes this gentle. 
man's writings; and he myſt confeſs that ho 
has been, in labours more. abundant,” 
Many of theſe publications are directly aimed 
tao propagate the Socinian doctrine. Several 
of them being ſmall in bulk and price, ate 
adapted to the lower elaſs of readers. Others 
5 conſiſting of large volumes, in which much 
learning is diſplayed, are calculated for per- 
{ons of the ſuperior. rank, Two octaves 
haye been employed in tracing the Corruptions 


$7 5 


4 
4 
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of Chriſtianity, among which he includes the 
Deity, Pre-exiſtence, © and Atonement. of 
Chriſt. For the fuller confirmation of what 
he had before written, he has fince uſhered 
forth a yet larger work in four volumes 8vo, 
containing the H: iftory, of early opinions con- 
cerning Feſus Chrift ; ; in which he has at- 
tempted to prove, by innumerable quota- 
tions from the Fathers (whoſe writings he has 
been peruſing with this particular view) that 
the ſentiments of the primitive Chriſtians 
were ſimilar to his own: that they held the 
ſimple humanity of Chriſt, without an idea 
of his miraculous conception, which he con- 
fiders as a mere fable. | 

It is not wonderful that ſo much zeal 
mould have had ſome ſucceſs; eſpecially 
with perſons of a philoſophical or ſceptical 
turn of mind; or with thoſe who were not 
well principled in the oppoſite doctrines, but 
had taken them up (as too many do) upon 
But has there been an equal zeal on the 
contrary ſide? In all orthodox companies, 
the extravagance and pernicious tendency of 
Dr. Prieſtly's writings are perpetually talked 
of, and bitterly lamented. But where are 


the 


of $octxranion, 4 7 
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the men of learning and genius who have 
have dest Toultd t. o defend the it in ured cave 
.of Orthodoxy, and rep el theſe vigoraus' Ak- 
tacks of its opponents Fr v very "one epteſſes 
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| not met with an able antagoniſt, tho! he has 
earneſtly ſought ane ®, 
This want of - zeal for the 9 I ick, 
muſt. be conſidered as one cauſe of the pre- 
valence of Socinianiſm. But this, we ap- 
| prehend, is far from being the only one. 
There is another, which v we cannot but think 
has had a yet greater influence; and t that i is, 
The miſtaken zeal of the patrons of Or- 
thodoxy, There have been in time paſt 
many, and ſome of late, wh have written 
as well. as preached i in defence beth of the 
Deity and the Atonement of Chrilt, with 
ſufficient warmth and cou tage. But theſe a are 
- Hot the only qualifications requiſite i in order to 
ſuccefs. If courage appears to be the effect 
of ſelt-ſufficiency and pride, and zeal to be 
the offspring of enthuſiaſm, or not to o be ag» 
companied with knowledge, o or pru lence, or 
charity, no very happy conſequences. are 
likely, to Ehſue ; but on the Aus, the 


beſt cauſe WIII ſuffer i injury. Fe 


by We.muſt here except. a ſmall wang wh tho Rev, My, 
Caleb Evani, in anſwer to Dr. Prieſtley's two-penny 
pamphlet, on thoſe and other orthodox points, to which 
the Doctor has not replied, and to which we apprehend a 


* 5 would not be a very eaſy work. 


J Soctnianisn. IT 
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We cannot help giving it as our opinion, 
that ſome of the greateſt enemies to the 
Orthodox ſyſtem are to be found among its 
profeſſed friends, and that their manner of 
defending it, has done it more diſſervice than 
all the efforts of its opponents. 

The uncharitablensſs of too many among 
chews, } is in this view greatly to be lamented, 
An uncharitable ſpirit, in proportion to the 
prevalence of it, may rationally be expected 
to prove injurious to any cauſe in which it is 


engaged. Is it to be expected that the gains 


fayers ſhould be convinced by being abuſed? 
Can it reaſonably be ſuppoſed, that calling 
them ill names, and pouring out anathemas 
upon them, as heretics and enemies of Chriſt, 
or aſcribing their oppoſition to the c opinions of 
others to the worſt of motives, ſhould ope- 

rate ſo as to bring them to the acknowledg- 
ment of the truth? The wrath of man cers 
tainly <worketh not the righteouſneſs of God ; and 
inſtead of making converts to the ſentiments 5 
of thoſe by whom it is indulged, it will 

rather excite an invincible prejudice againſt 


them. A pen dipped in gall, or 4 tongue jet 
on fire of hell, inſtead of perſuading will diſ- 


Cc 3 Fut; 
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all; N and it will be natural to foſpect the 

oodneſs of that capſe, -whoſe adyocztes « diſ- 
cover ſo bad a ſpirit in maintaining it. We 
appeal t. to you whether t the Socinian 4 


has not been promoted rather than oppoſed, 


1011 
in. wi ich uncharitableneſs has | proved 1 inju- 
rious | to. the Orthodox: faith, vi. in diſcou- | 


Taging thoſe 1 who are well affe&teg towards i it, 


to the oppoſite fide. 


V3 


Fas 
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ih ſuch a terhper as this 1 in ſome of the pro- 


fled advocates of truth. 


* ere is alſo, we apprehend, another v view 


hut 2 camper pronounce the party Shibbo⸗ 
beth, an y unkind treatment driving them 
to th ofite fc Many proteflors « of the 


Chrilfian faith, and ſome truly good men, 


and by 


"circumeribe Orthodoxy within o narrow a 


Ui Denn 15 


| circle e, as to exclude from it many who main- 
tain ; all that i. 18 effential and plainly ſcriptural, 

but will ot diſtinguiſh themſelves by a party- 
zeal, ade cannot go all the lengths of ſome 
ä Ft their nr, either in thei manner of 
ſtating and, expla inin certain Lobo or 


in theit . treatment of t hoſe that differ from 


55 { e 10 „g ut A i 52 i. £11214] 

45 th | 775 Mil via 8 ; cyer 10. my. and de- 

' fend ever fo Ps 11 feng articles 

| of evangelical religion, yet, if he be thought 
defective 


of Socty AA N 13 
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defeAtive, in 15850 to ſome ff Red points of 
s ſentiment 


#2416 


Wu not Trot himſelf 3 in | the "terms \ which 


are generally 


them on tes old beaten ground ; : if h "© = 


b L —— L4 et: 110. 


not roun dly ſubſenbe certain, | Luman 7 


+. 135 T7 


hor. or if, e gives up. ſome. texts: of ſ{crip- 


0 


e, which have, been ↄften 1 b. . into — 
1 0 as not concluſiye; z if he make an 
ingenuous conceſſions. to thoſe of Trent 
ſentiments, and eſpecially; if he exerciſe any 
degree of candour towards, their perſons 


in ſhort, if, he attempts. to male O Oxthodary 


appear A rational thing, he i is almoſt ſure of 


being treated by his brethren with coolneſs.; 
and it is well if he be not ſtigmatized by 


ſome of them as a ſecret” enemy, and even 
uſed with greater ſeverity, than the, moſt 
zealous patrops of the oppolite opinions, 

Such an intemperate zeal often 1 
its mark, and defeats its own end; if the 
end be the promoting of the cauſe of Truth ; : 
by weakening the hands, « of thoſe who might 
do it eſſential ſervice, by excitipg in their 
minds a prejudice, againſt the whole Tyſtem 
of Calviniſtical tenets, and provoking them 


to 
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to take refuge among perſons of the oppoſite 
party, who are" diſpoſed to treat them more 
like gentlemen and Chriſtians. 
In the fame view may we not mention the 
conduct of many among the Laity towards 
their Miniſters ? In ſome Calviniſtical con- 
gregations, the bulk of the people claim not- 
only their natural right of judging for them- 
ſelves, but authority alſo to judge for their 
ier ; and affect to ſhew their diſcern- 
ment, by diſcovering hereſy in almoſt every 
Werne they hear, of a practical ſtrain, or 
Which has not all the peculiarities of their 
creed; weakly imagining that it is eſſential 
: to a Goſpel- -ſermon, to have every goſpel- | 
doctrine introduced into it, and that what is 
practical cannot be evangelical. Such con- 
duct carries in it the ſevereſt reflection upon 
Orthodoxy, as if it were inconſiſtent with 
morality, and tends to ſtrengthen the pre- 
judices of its enemies againſt it. It likewiſe 
has an unhappy influence on the minds of 
Miniſters, in exciting a diſguſt againſt ſuch. 
; injudicious hearers. And many a young 
preacher, who was well affected towards 
5 evangelical ſentiments, has been ſo much 
" Kew 5 + by the wy of __ erat people, 
2 Aepor q 4b 7 as 


C4 


* . 
* 


* 


of © Soctnianie. 3 
i ef roa * 171 18 N 
2s s to be driven to ſeek : rl diffrent conne&jon ; 3 


which in time has biaſſed his judgment, ſo as 
to render him averſe to the doctrines Sher: | 
| ſelves, which he hay ſeen 0 wretchedly, mi 
underſtood and ſo groſsly abuſed. 

Nor can it be denied, that ſome Miniſter 
| have laid ſo diſproportionate _ a ſtreſs. on cer⸗ | 
tain points of doctrine, as to be perpetually 
inſiſting upon them in a controverſial manner, 
to the neglect of the great ſubjects of Chriſ: 
tian duty; ſo as to excite a prejudice i in. many 
of their hearers, who could not view things | 
in the ſame light, and to force them to with- 
draw from the congregations to hi Ys 
belonged, and to chuſe a Miniſter of di rent 
ſentiments, who has prepared the way for 
leading them into Socinianiſm ; When by 
prudence and moderation, they might oY 
been ſecured as friends to the Otthodox ca 
Thus has an immoderate Zeal Gekested its 
own end. As on the other hand, too 5 5 
Miniſters, really averſe to thes Socinian = 
haye uſed themſelves to introduce the peci 
larities of the goſpel ſo ſeldom into their q 1 
courſes, that their hearets have loſt their reliſh 
for evangelical preaching, and thus the tran- 
fition to Socinianiſm has been rendered ealy. 
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Another thing 1 hich we apprehend has 
contributed not'a tie to ſerve the cauſe of 
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with | men f 1 * and Tanin ſuch 
arguments ſhould have no other effect than 
to lead them to think meanly of a cauſe which 
is ſo ill ſupported. And thoſe perſons them- 
ſelves, whoſe faith is founded on ſuch weak 
evidence, are ever liable to have it overturn- 
ed, as often has been the caſe, by other ar- 
| guments which are equally inconcluſive. 1 8 
We muſt farther remark here, that in the 
perſons of whom we are ſpeaking, there is is 
frequently an apparent inconſiſtency. While 
they deny that Reaſon is a competent judge 
of theſe matters, they pretend to argue from 
Reaſon, and undertake to prove 4 Priori, that 
they muſtfhe true; yea they even, preſs 1 into 
the ſervice the teſtimony of Heathens them- | 
ſelves; appealing to the Platonic Trinity as an 
illuſtration of the Ch riſtian, and an. argument 
for it. Aud to prove the neceſſity of an in- 
finite ſatisfaction for fin, and the Divinity of 
him that made it, how often have they 
urged the infinite evil of ſin, and the impoſ- 
fibility of its being pardoned any other way, 
conſiſtently with the juſtice of God. Theſe, 
and | hs like media of proof, (which certainly 
D are 
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are not ſcriptural ones) have often been laid, 


down as firſt principles, and argued from 
with as much confidence as if they had been 
found in the inſpired volume. When the 
orthodox thus forget themſelves, and, in order 
to prove the peculiar doctrines of Revelation, 


1 | 


haye recourſe to human reaſon *, „ tbe Soci- 


9 


they may warrantably 25 0 it, by oppoſing, 
their own. reaſon to that of their antagonit "yp 
and attempting to. reduce their arguments to 
an. abſurdity. With, what ſucceſs, all who 
are acquainted with the contepverty, too well 
know. | 


There is yet another circumſtance, which 


re 


we imagine has proved particularly injurious 


43888 


to the Orthodox ſyſtem 3 ; which i is, that the 


* 5 mean not to object 0 the uſe of Reaſon ; in re- 
ligion. On the contrary. u we have pleaded for it. But 
we apprehend the chief province of Reaſon, in regard to 
the peculiar dofirines of Revelatii on is, to examine that 
Revelation, and aſcertain- what it teaches! What ws 
object to is, firſt to determine from Reaſon hat i truth,. 
and then explain the ſcripture by it, and make it to ſpeak 
the ſame language, This, would be to admit A principle 
which would be a precedent. for the Ueiatage, not very 
favourable tv the Orthodox cauſe, and would be __ We 
ang for which / we often cenſure them. 
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defenders of it very frequently err in their 
manner of ſtating and explaming che doAtines 
they maintain. 

. They too commonly give ſuch repreſenta. 5h 
tions of goſpel-truth, as cannot be rationally 
defended, and as furniſh the « enemy with the 
| ſtrongeſt arguments againſt it. And they 
ſhew a too tenacious adherence: to cer- 

| tain phraſes and modes of expreſſion, which 
are confeſſedly human, to which they appear 8 
to have no ideas, or which convey to others 
ſuch as no judicious perſons will pretend to 
vindicate, but which, when charged with 
them, they conſtantly diſclaim. | 

To us it appears that the objections of the 
Socinians againſt the Deity and Atonement 
of Chriſt, are levelled, not ſo much againſt 
theſe dofrines themſelves, as ſtated in the holy 
ſcriptures,” and maintained by ſenſible 'and 
| Jearned men, as againſt certain repreſentations 
of thoſe doctrines, which have been made 
by injudicious, tho well-meaning advocates 
for them, and by ſuch as. are more zealous — , 

for human-modes of explication then for hend 15 
ſcripture-truths. as | 

With teſpe& to the DerTy of the Lord 
eſus Chrift, many of the friends of that 

D 2  doftrine 
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doctrine have taken upon them to aſſert 
« that Chriſt is God in the very ſame ſenſe 
« that the Father is; and that, as God, he 
* 1s another diſtinct perſon, or being from 
« the F ather,” fo as to appear to divide the 
divine eflence ; and in the courſe. of their 
argument they have ſeemed to proceed upon 
the idea, (tho' in words they have diſavowed 
it) that he is another felf-ex iftent being. —And 

yet the very ſame perſons entertain ſuch views 
of the humanity of Chriſt, as very much 
coincide with thoſe of the Socinians them- 
{elves ; for they make Jeſus Chriſt, (that is 
the perſon who was born at Bethlehem, and 
ſuffered at Jeruſalem) to have had no real 
exiſtence before he appeared on earth. The 
pre- exiſtence which they maintain, is not 
properly that of Jeſus Cbriſt, but, which no 
one ever denied, of Gop himſelf, The ſuf- 
fering Saviour they really make no more 
than a MAN, (for God bimſelf cannot ſuffer) 
ſo that in regard to the perſon « of Chriſt, 
they in fact agree with the Socinians , and 
thus give their ſanction to the very ſentiment 
which they profeſs moſt warmly. to oppoſe, 


V gee this clearly proved, in a piece entitled A Short 


Via of the Tenets of n, dec. Ally in Dr. Price's 
late Sermons, | 


5 . re 
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As to the doctrine of the Trinity, many 
of its moſt zealous advocates expreſs them- 
ſelves in ſuch an injudicious manner concern- 
ing the diſtinction and equality of the three 
perſons, and the covenant into which they 
entered with each other (which the ſcripture 
ſays riothing about) as to lead their opponents 
to imagine their idea to be that of three co- 
ordinate Beings ;' an idea which indeed ſome 
of them ſcruple not to avow. And thus in 
reality, (tho' they ſeem not to be aware of 
it) they maintain direct TRITHEISsM : an 
error than which none can be more contrary 
to the ſcripture-doctrine; which all who 
have a juſt view of the Unity of the God- 
head will zealouſly oppoſe; and which we 
cannot but apprehend to be worſe chan So- 
cinianiſm itſelf. 

Others who ſee the abſurdity wy the above 
repreſentation of the Trinity, talk about 
« three diſtinctions in the Godhead,” which 
either conveys no idea at all, or that of a 
diviſion in the divine eſſence *, which is 
equally unſeriptural and abſurd with the 

* Theſe views of the Trinity, oecaſioned the acute 


Mr. Robinſon to ſpeak of certain perſons who anatomize | 
the Deity, and divide him into parts. 


former, 
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former. Both of them, we apprehend, give 
the Socinians great advantage againſt the Tri- 
vitarian-doQtrine, and furniſh them with ſuch 
objeckions, as none who maintain eue views 
of it are able to anſwer, fo 41 9] 
The like ground of cenſure there 1 ap- 
pears to be as to the manner in which ſome 
perſons ſtate the doctrine of the ATonEMENT. 
Many of thoſe who preach: and write moſt 
ſtrenuouſſy in defence of this important 
article of Chriſtian faith, repreſent God the 
Father as a being full of wrath and vengeance, 
rigorouſly demanding a full ſatisfaction to 
his juſtice; and ſpeak of the Son of God 
(not very conſiſtently with their account of 
his perfect equality with the Father) as a 
mild, compaſſionate being, who ſeaſonably 
interpoſed to aſſuage the Father's fury, and 
actually endured all that the redeemed would 
have ſuffered in hell, had he not ſuffered in their 
ſtead, to all eternity *, They alſo frequently 
ſpeak of Chriſt's having made an infinite ſatis- 
faction for ſinners; and having ſoſborne both 
the gui and pollution of ſin, as to have become 


ger ſome ſenfidle obſervations, reſpecting the efficacy 
and extent of the Death of Chriſt, in Mr. Newton's 
Mess1an, Vol. I. Serm. XVI, 


the 


of $0CINIANIS M. =_ 


the object of his Father's diſpleaſure and ab- 
horrence. We do not wonder that ſuch re- 
preſentations of evangelical doctrines, ſhould © 
give the Socinians advantage in oppoſing 
them, and furniſh cauſe for triumph. While 
the friends to ſcripture- truth adhere to ſcrip- 
tural repreſentations of it they are ſafe; but 
ſo far as they deſert this ground, they expoſe 
and injure it, and give the enemy the greateſt 
advantage they can poſſibly have againſt it. 
In all the ways which we have had occa- 
Gow to mention, we appeal to you, whether 
the profeſſed friends pf Orthodoxy. have 
not proved, in fact, ſome of its greateſt . 
enemies, and really ptomgted the cauſe of 
Socimianiſm. Me have long obſerved theſe 
chings with much , congern, It is truly la- 
mentable, that ſo; good a gauſe as that of 
evangelical truth,: ot genuine; Bible · ortho- 
doxy, ſhould have been ſo deeply wounded 
in the; houſe off its friends. That by the 
want of zeal in ſome, and the falſe zeab of 
others, they themſelves ſhould have con- 
tributed ſo much to the promoting the very 
opinions which. they moſt abhlor. 
Our deſign, in this public addreſs to you, 
Gentlemen, is to engage you, with all the 
learning, | 
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learning, judgment, and candour you poſſeſs, 
to exert yourſelves, with a view to ſerve, and 
if poſſible to ſave, a much injured, and dying 
cauſe. A cauſe which we cannot but think: 
| worthy your moſt zealous endeavours, - 
Is it a matter of none, or of ſmall im- 
portance, what men believe? Wherefore 
came Jeſus Chriſt into the world . to bear 
«« witneſs to the truth,” if that truth be not 
worth ſome pains, in order to explain and 
vindicate it againſt thoſe on all hands who 
are labouring to ſubvert it? What tho“ you! 
have more charity, and more underſtanding, 
than to pour out your anathemas indiſerimi- 
nately on thoſe that differ, and moſt widely 
differ, from yourſelves; is it an object of no 
moment to convince them of their miſtakes 
To lead them into right and ſcriptural views 
of the/truths which you eſpouſe ; their miſ- 
apprehenſions of which occaſion their oppo- 
ſition to them? Or if you have ever ſo little 
| hope of convincing gainſayers, is it not de- 
 fireable to prevent the further propagation 
of the errors which are already fo prevalent, 
and to preſerve the riſing generation, who are 
enquiring after truth, from being; infected 
with _ 


When 
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When the enemies to what you think to 
be * the truth as it is in Jeſus,“ are ſo zea- 
lows übk ſb fiibrofefnl in oppoſing it, you are 
Ioudly called upon, with equal zeal and 
courage, to 'tiſe/ up in its defence. And 
eſpecially when you ate challenged by them 


(as you have of late been) to the combat. 
To detline it, will have the appenrance of 


xowardies, and will haturally be conſtrutd 


by the enemy as proceeding from; à cofli- 


ſciouſneſs of the weakneſs of Jour caufe, | 


What a'' reproach will their zeal be to your 
1ekewartnnefs! And equally reprodchfol will 
be the ardour of unlearned and ltijudicious 


advocates for goſpel-truth, againſt the pfe- | 


vailing erfors of the day, who propogate'a 2 
ſpurious kindlof Orthodoxy, for waht of a 
ſolid defence of rational and genuine Chrif- 
rianityl 0 190 
It ſurely oagbboe to tis you, nor can 
it excuſe you; that there are thoſe in abun- 


dance who preach and write with A view to 


oppoſe the progreſs of Socitfianiſin'; if it be 
true, as we have endeavoured to ſhew it is, 


that the merhods they uſe are not adapted to 


anſwer The end, büt a contraty one: if they 
give ſuch irrational and unſetiptural'views 
E of 
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of the Orthodox faith, as tend to its diſpa- 
ragement. The attempts of ſuch men, fo 


far from ſuperſeding yours, afford additional 


reaſon for you to interpoſe. If genuine Or- 
thodoxy loſes ground, for want of being un- 
derſtood, or by being mifrepreſented, either 
by enemies or profeſſed friends, it behoves 


you who have obſerved this, to ſtaud forth, 
and expoſe the groſs miſtepreſentations of it 


which have ſo commonly been made; to ex- 


hibit it to the world: in its proper light, and 


to produce ſuch ſolid ſcriptural arguments in 


its ſupport, as are the grounds of your own 
faith, and will be moſt likely. to carry con- 
viction to the minds of thinking men, who, 
while they exerciſe their underſtandings in 


queſt of truth, make the, ene the rule 
of their faith, p on 


As to thoke theological Gaben who 


deny. the, inſpiration. of the ſcriptures, and 
maintain that the writers of them were liable 
to miſtakes, and ſometimes * 6, reaſon incon- 
— cluſively ; ;* while they continue to, hold 
ſuch a principle, as this, all controverſy with 
them concerning the ſenſe of ſeriptute is to 
no purpoſe: you. have no data to go upon. 
| Bur will it x not be Wann heur while to attacx 
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this principle, and not only expoſe the folly 
of appealing to fallible men, (who, if they 
were miſtaken in one point; cannot be de- 
pended upon in any) but alſo prove the | 
divine inſpiration of their writings, and anſwer . 
the objections which have of late been urged 
againſt it. This we apprehend to be an un- 
dertaking of great importance in the preſent 
ſceptical age, which would be a moſt eſlential | 
ſervice to Chriſtianity, _ 

Having eſtabliſhed the divine tic of 
the ſcriptures, as a ſufficient rule of faith, 
it is much to be wiſhed: that you. ſhould 
thoroughly inveſtigate their meaning, with © 
reſpe& to the points which have of late been 
moſt controverted, and ſhew what you ap- 
prehend to be the genuine doctrines of reve» 
lation. In regard to this matter, we can- 
not but think the greateſt poſſible openneſs 
and freedom requiſite. It is, we imagine, in 
a great meaſure, for want of this, that the 
intereſt of real Orthodoxy has ſo much de- 
clined. Thoſe who eſpouſe it are generally 
thought to maintain all the abſurdities which 
ſome weak tho' well-meaning perſons have 
connected with it, but which moſt judicigus 
thinking people utterly diſclaim. And the 

E 2 reaſon 
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reaſon is, that the latter are not in general 
ſufficiently explicit, Men of ſenſe and learn» 
ing, under a public character, (ſome for 
peace-ſake, and others to ſecure reputation 
among party-zealots, who have no idea of 
truth but as couched under certain phraſes) 
too commonly act upon the maxim of think» 
ing with the wiſe and ſpeaking with the 
4% vulgar.” They have accuſtomed them- 
ſelves to adopt the popular modes of expreſ- 
ſion, which (tho? a good ſenſe may be put 
upon them) really convey ideas which can- 
pot be vindicated ; but which haye generally 
been ſuppoſed to be eſſential to the Orthodox 
faith, tho! in reality they make no part of it, 
and, if admitted, would afford unanſwerable 
objections againſt it. They who ſee this, 
have ſeldom the gourage to ayow it, 'or fa 
declare in what ſenſe they uſe the popular 
language, leſt their own ſoundneſs be called 
in queſtion ; and can frequently hear others 
charged with hereſy, without ſaying a word 
in their yindication,' nay think it prudent to 
refuſe holding fellowſhip with them, merely 
becauſe they do not adopt the ſame unex- 
plained phraſes with - themſelves, tho'-they 
ler their W to be as orthodox ag 


5 their 


of $OCINTANE IT 29 
their own. Such timidity | is unworthy: of 
Chriſtians or of men, and is highly injuripus 


to the cauſe of truth, Integrity requires 
Chriſtians, and Miniſters eſpegially, not 


merely to profeſs the doctrines which they 
believe to be ſcriptural, but to declare in 


what ſenſe they underſtand them. By ap- | 
pearing to countenance / unſcriptural views 


even of ſcripture doctrine, they contribyty 
to promote error. 


If then, you wiſh to eee truth, it 


ſeems to be of indiſpenſable importance firſt 
to explain it. Do not content yaurfelyes 
with haranguing on the falſehood and dange- 
rous tendency of the notions: you oppoſe, 


nor with aſſert ing the contrary ſentiments ia 


eneral terms, while you leave your oppo- 
nents in the dark, with reſpect to the manner 
in which you conceive of them; ſo as to 


lead them to ſuppoſe that you mean to de- 
fend all that has been called by the name of 


Orthodoxy: but let it be your concern to 
ſhew what genuine Orthodoxy: is; indepen- 
dent of all human fyſtems whatever, and 
without regard to any of the parties with 
Wen you — We 1 8 oonnecded. In 


' many 
emits 
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many cafes,” barely to repreſent the truth, 
will be a ſufficient defence of it. 3 

- When: your opponents ſcornfully aſk— 
ad. is that you believe? and infinuate 


that yourfaith goes beyond your ideas, ſcruple | 


not to give them the fulleſt ſatis faction. 
Shew them that you have ideas as clear and 
conſiſtent as their own, by telling them in 
plain unfyſtematical language wha? they are; 
without fear of the conſequences, from the 


ſuſpicions or cenſures of weak, narrow- 
minded, tho' pious men, who are more at- 


tached to human ſyſtems, ereeds, and party- 
phraſes, than to the pure truths of the goſpel. 

When, for inſtance, they object to the 
doctrine of the Trinity, and the divinity of 
Chriſt and the Spirit, as introducing more 
Gods than one, or dividing the Deity into 


“ parts;” and demand of you ſuch an ac- 


count of your opinions as is not chargeable 
with either of theſe abſurdities ; inſtead of 
attempting to ſilence the enquirers, or to 


{ſecure yourſelves, by telling them of the 


myſterioyſneſs of the ſubject, (which will 
only confirm their ſuſpicions that you have 


no rational ideas about it) let them ſee that 


you contend not for unintelligible forms of 


| ſpeech, 
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ſpeech, but for real ſentiments: not For 
words, but things *. 21101284488 


| Give them clear definitions of the terms 
you adopt, and lay aſide that wretched jargon 
which has fo commonly been mads uſe of ih 
ſpeaking « on theſe topics, which has anſwer- 
ed no better end than to confound the under- 
ſtandings of ſincere enquirers after truth, and 
to prejudice its adverſaries againſt it T. Say 
plainly what it is you mean; vvhen you ſpeak 
of the Divinity of the Son and Spirit of God: 
and herein you differ from your opponents: 
for you can never reaſonably expect to bring 
men of reaſon to embrace, or even to examine, 
your ſentiments, till you inform them what 
they are Endeaydur ; particularly to con- 
vince them, that the Trinity you hold is not, 
as they ſuppoſe, inconſiſtent with the Untry 
of the Godhead: a doctrine which muſt 
be maintained, whatever be dif} puted or given | 


5 Many theological Eontrobe are mere Logomachies 
* trifes about words. This occaſioned à good divine to 
.,remark, that the term Omhodony (thinking right) ſhould 
Fi be exchanged for Orthalogy, (ſpeaking right). 
* This myſtical jargon adopted by the e e | 
of St. Alban's, occaſioned Dr. Prigſiley to ſay, that in 
- reading ſuch divinity, “ he could almoſt fancy that he 
- & lived in the times of Duns Scotus, or Thomas Aquinas.” 


* 
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up, and of which they are e 
tenacious. 

WMWhen they urge againſt the doftrine.of the 
ATONEMENT». s that it is irrational and 
t abſurd to ſuppoſe that the death of. Chriſt 
« ade the Deity propitious; that God died 
4 to make an atonement to himſelf; or that 
s one perſon in the Godhead offered himſelf 
1c à ſacriſice to the juſtice of the other; tell 
x them that theſe views of the doctrine are 
groſs miſrepreſentations of it; and to ſatisfy 
them that they are ſo, ſhew them what the 
gent ine floctrine of ſcripture is and how ĩt⸗ is 

— by its rational advocates,” And 
-while- you undertake its: defence, uſe ſuch 
arguments only as will ſtand the reſt 'with 
men of free enquiry, and?! ſuch as are the 
*— your own faith. 210 4 b Fectres 
With regard to all thoſe points of evange- 
lical doctrine to which the Sdcinians object, 
we apprehend there 1 is a neceſſity. for the Or- 
tbodox to review their opinions, in ibis age 
of free enquity; and that they will, if they 
are impbrtial; find ſome circumſtances in the 
uſual manner of fearing them, Which caunot 
be maintained, and Which, therefore, had 
better be given up; which may ſafely be 
of done 
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done without any injury to the doctrines 
themſelves, and the doing of which would 
be highly advantageous to them. This is 42 
matter which we cannot but urge with great 
importunity, as we Sr the ſueceſs 
nianiſm als depends upon it. 

Be not afraid to give up whatever 8 
perceiye to he untenable, and to lop off all 

| excreſcences, which. are only dead Weights 


upon the doctrines you hold, and with to 5 


propagate. Strip them of all mere hyman 
repreſentatians, however faſhionable and po- 
pular; 5 and lay aſide all arguments for them. 
that arg not evidently concluſive in their 
favour. Whatever does not really belong to 
4 aged, is 2 diſparagement of it. What - 
does not ſerve a cauſe. is of diſſervice to it. 
Why ſhould you with to maintain more than 
the truth ? All beyond truth is error, as really 
as what falls ſhort of it. By endeavouring 
to ſupport What is a mere human appendage 
to ſcripture-dodtrine, yau endanger the doc- 
trine itſelf. It is a dictate of ſound, policy 
to abandon. the out- works in order to fave 
the MEE bot to DH; or hand lag 
tr; f . 


— 
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by an obſtinate defence of the former, is the 
height of folly. f 
In defending che truth, an your rea- 
ſon, and appeal to that of your opponents. 
Orthodoxy, Sirs, is as rational as it is im- 
portant. Why ſhould any of the doctrines 
of the goſpel be thought incredible or irrational 
more than that of the reſurrection of the dead? 
Whatever is irrational cannot be true. And 
nothing can be a greater reflection upon any 
article of Chriſtian faith than to ſay, that it 
cannot be underſtood, or rationally maintain- 
ed. The more the truths of the goſpel are 
examined, on the principles of ſound:reaſon, 
the more credible will they appear. The 
excellent War rs has expreſſed | himſelf fully 
to this purpoſe, in the following words: 
The reſurrection of the dead, tho' it was 
counted a ſtrange thing among the Hea- 
<< thens, when it was firſt preached to them, 
yet, ſince the reaſon of men has freely 
« exerciſed itſelf upon things human and 
„divine, it is not counted impoſſible, | nor 
„the doctrine of it incredible. And T am 
& yerily perſuaded, if men whom God has 
„ endued with large capacities, and great 
fe fill in reaſoning, would but employ thoſe 
«4 talents 


% 


* 
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« talents to write A RATIONAL Account: 
6 of moſt of the doctrines of our Lord Jeſus 
« Chriſt, it might be done with en glory 
XY and ſucceſs . e % n 

Let not the oppugners of Orthodvxy: * | 
longer preſume to/diſtinguiſh themſelves by, 
the arrogant name of Rational Chriſtians: 
Let them ſee that your ſentiments, as they 
are more MAIS than I are more, ra- 
tional. alſo. 99 27 , ett Dock at LARGEST. 7 

If a few of you, qntalectionch rand 
cal ſentiments, Who poſſeſs equal learning 
and ability with the modern Socinians, were 
. equally zealous, and would unite your efforts 
on the plan which we have preſumed to 
ſuggeſt, we doubt not but you would ſoon 
ſtem the tortent of error, and prove the 
boaſtings of the Socinians to be vain, By 
this means you would effectually ſhew a late 
prediction that the world will in twenty 
4 years'be Unitarian” to be as groundleſs 26 
it is preſumptuous. Truth thus exhibited in 
its native colòurs, and thus ſupported |both + 
by reaſon and ſeripture, would cauſe error 
to flee before it, like the miſts of morning 
before the riſing ſun. If we ſhould W 


* Wenn s Sermons, Vol. L p. 314—316. 
"0 2 : raken 
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taken in our expectations, and the eauſe of 
Orthodoxy cannot be thus ſupported; let it 
fall to the ground, for it is not worth fupport. 
Permit us to conclude this addreſs with 2 
few. obvious hints for the future malmenauce 
S of goſpel-truth in yout churches. - 
Let due care be taken to train up a race of 
miniſters, poſſeſſed of ſuch abilities and learn- 
mg, as the ſupport: of evangelical truth, in 
a learned and inquiſitive age, requires. Do 
not encourage all who offer themſelves as 
candidates for the ſacred office, merely be- 
cauſe they are of 'irreproachable chatacters, or 
ſerious diſpoſitions. Theſe are indeed eſſen- 
tial qualifications, but they ate not the bnly 
ones. Look well to their natural talents, 
and be ſatisfied as w their love of ſtudy. 
Give them every poſſible advantage in their 
education, for the acquiſition of ſound 
fcriptural knowledge, and the happreft method 
of communicating it. Let them be made 
ſenſible of the importance of trutb, and the 
neceſſity of ſeeking for it as for hidden 
1 treaſures.” In order to their finding and 
propagating it, let them be put upon attend 
ing to * rather e N to. to joy _ 


* 


YI bt 


Da 
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Do not confine them to any human ſyſteths 
of faith, but ditect their principal attention 
to the divine dratles : If in any of you,j, 
ſerninaries of learning Subſcriptions ib Articlas 
of faith are rettined, immediately abohſh — 
them. They are reproacliful to auy body df - | 
Chtiſtians, ho profeſs do maintain the ſuf- 
ficiency of ſctipture, but in Proteſtaui Diſ- 
ſenters they are intolerable, being groſely.in- 
confiſtent with their fundamental principles. 
Let not the Socinians have any plauſible 
ground to reßech that your faith: fands"it-dhe 
ww3/dom of men, rather than in the fomer of 
Gad. Voung minds may naturally ſuſpect 
the gobdneſs of any cauſe; which nebds ſuch 
means to ſupport it. It is a preſumptive 


argument againſt any Hſtem, that it ſnuns | 


a free inquiry. n cauſe OO 
—_ the light, | N THO 3 
Magna 9 LF ths page 1 
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rem the minds of -Srudents: no louger: be 

ſhackled with the fetters of ſubſeription, but 
give them an unboundetl Hberty in the in- 
veſtigation of truth. Let them ſee for tbem- 
ſelves what has, been written againſt the ſen- 
1 ——— which you moſt eſpouſe, ag, wgll 4s 

: what 5 
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what is urged in their favour, leſt they: ſup- 
poſe, (as ſenſible young men naturally will) 
that the arguments againſt them are ſtronger 
than thoſe uſed in their defence, and that 
therefore you. are afraid of their coming at 
the knowledge of them. There is alſo another 
reaſon why they ſhould examine what is 
publiſhed on the one ſide as well as theother, 
viz. that they may be the better prepared to 
meet the arguments againſt the orthodox 
ſyſtem; when they may at any. time be preſſed 
with them; for want of which many have 
been able to make but a poor defence of their 
opinions, and others have given them up- 
Nor let Students in divinity merely have 
the privilege of reading on both ſides the 
ſeveral queſtions which come before them, 
but let them enjoy the full right of private 
judgment, without any ſort of reſtraint from 
the fear of expulſion, in caſe of their de- 
parture from the ſentimets you think both 
true and important. Such reſtraint can have 
nd good influence on theit minds, and it is 
highly reproachful to the cauſe which is 
thought to require it. It is alſo important to 
add, that the ſeverity which has ſometimes 
e by the profeſſed friends of truth, 
3 towards 
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towards thoſe who have deviated from i it, has 
been followed with the moſt unhappy con 

ſequences. It has excited a prejudiee in 
their minds, and in the minds of others, not 
only againſt the perſons who have thus a. 


carded them, but againſt their opinions; it 
has driven them far greater lengths in hereſy 
than they would otherwiſe have gone, and 

e their zeal for the propogetioneof it . 


141 Ly) 77 4H 17 . £ | 4 7 28 9 2714 Wben 
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#*We-have been favoured with the fight of à Letter 
-from-a learned and judicious friend to evangelioal-ſenti- 
ments, reſpe&ng. the conduct of, thoſe who ſupport acer- 
- tain Diſſenting Academy, which ſo well expreſſes, our 
on views, cg we are * e inelined to inſert a 
copy of it. Ne, 1411 F er 97 1c! 


* Tacken at the folly o 88. . A 5 
* Academy, They are not aware how much they 

are ſerving the very cauſe they mean to oppoſe. I do 
not wonder that a man of common ſenſe ſhould be ſhock- 
_ ed at the glaring abſurdity of requiring ſubſcription | o 
articles, from young men profeſſedly entering on a courſe 
of ſtudies, i in order to canvaſs all the articles of the 
. Chriſtian faith, to enlarge their You! and ſertle their 
 opipions concerning them. | 

A Calviniſtical Academy, conduAted o on truly Wo. 
* teſtant and Diſſenting principles, I ſhould value: as a moſt 
uſeful and important inſtitution, - Andi ſhould greatly 
rejoice to ſee that ag 9.9 6 ſo udted. It would 
Gen ſupply many of our moſt numerous and zealous 
churches 
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When ſeminaries of learning, (and the fame 
may be ſaid of Chriſtian churches) expel 


their members for ſome ſuppoſed heretical 


taint, in order to preſerve others from the 
infection, they act as abſurd and cruel a part 
as the head of a private family would: do, 
who, if ont of his domeſtics had got ſome 
malignant diſorder, inſtead of uſing the beſt 
methods ſor curing the diſcafed, and pre- 
ſetving the reſt of the family, ſhould turn 


churches with uſeful, amiable, and reſpectable miniſters, 


and would itſelf be teſpefted by the candid of all deſerip- _ 
tions, and by thoſe educated there in partieular. Whereas | 


at preſent it is the object of contempt to both, and eſpe- 


cially. to the moſt ſenſible of the latter; many of whom, I 


have with great concern, heard almoſt execrate the bigotry 


* 


8 


* 
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him out of doors with the diſorder upon 
him; and thus not only expoſe- him to the 
increaſe of it, and the hazard of his life, 
but endanger a whole town or country. They 
that wiſh to prevent the progreſs of an in- 
fectioùs diſtaſe, would act the moſt Humane 
and prudent patt, by attempting to heal the 
firſt who; was ſeized with it. The more 
dangerous it appeared, the more cautious 
they wauld be of ſpteading it; and tather 
than endanger the health and the lives of the 
trhble beighbourhood, they would rifk thoſe 
of their own , family 3 eſpecially if they— 
thought themſelves pofſeſſed of a more ſove- 
reign antidote than moſt of their neighbours 
were acgquainted with, This caſe of bodily 
diſarder is eaſily applicable to the diftaſe-of 
the mind. Suppofiug a member of any re- 
bgiqus ſociety to be betrayed into error, and 
that of ſuch a nature that the other members 
of chat ſoriety cannot but look upon it as of 
dangerous tendency, they who have a real 
love to goſpel- truth, will wiſh at any rate to 
prevent. the propagation of errar. But will 
they in this caſe prefer the ſafety of a few 
individuals within, to that of large numbers 
without? The queſtion ought to be, not haw 
G | we 
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ve may beſt ſecure thoſe with whom we are 
immediately connected? (this, is a low and 
narrow ptinciple) but how we may moſt 


effectually prevent the propagation of error 


in the greateſt extent, and preſetve the 


7 


greateſt numbers? Whether ſuch an object 


will be beſt ſecured by expelling an infected 


member from our ſociety, and thus putting 


him from under our care, throwing him into 

unſkilful hands, and leaving him to carry 

the infection into all companies, or bykeep- 

ing him under our own-eye, uſing the! beſt 

means we can to recover him, and to prevent 

others from imbibing his AS by 25 
. e perſons judge. 


Perſecution has generally bean — = 


vourable to any cauſe. Let us not ſo highly | 
gratify our opponents, as to aſſiſt in promoting 


theirs by a means, in itſelf unchriſtian, 
which they have rather ſought than dreaded, 
If we wiſh to ſuppreſs error, let us ſhew 
candour and kindneſs to the patrons of it. 
Charity, ſo far from being an enemy to 
truth, is its beſt friend *, The exerciſe of 


4 * 
o * y 
* * * 


* See ſome excellent obſervations on this ſabject, ir in 


Dr. Horne's late Sermon on Contending earneſtly' for the 
| Faith, It is is a a pleaſure to find (fince theſe papers were 


wr written) 
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it towards perſons who have erred, 1 is the 
moſt politic, as well as the moſt Chriſtian; 
this being the beſt method to reclaim them, 
and to prevent the rapid propagation of their 
errors. It is much to be wiſhed that this 
maxim were adopted, with regard to the can- 
didates for the Chriſtian miniſtry. ef 

And while candour is exerciſed cat ; 
2 it ought to be inculcated upon all; 
that ſo they may be Uiſpoſed to elbe the 
apoſtolic maxim,” * ſpeaking the truth in 
„ love.“ A matter of unſpeakable impor- 
tance, in order to preſerve the peace of the 
churches to which they ſhall be called to 
miniſter; and prevent thoſe diviſi ons, which, 
for want of this, have often taken place, 
and which have been the occaſion of pro- 
moting errors, by exaſperating thoſe -who - 
were inclined to them; and impelling them 
to form ſeparate ſocieties for the ſupport of 
an heterodox miniſtry. N 

Above all, let due care be taken, that 
ſtudents for the miniſtry be made duly ſen- 
fible of the indiſpenſable neceſſity of pradtical 


EY that a gentleman of his learning, ability, +44 
amiable ſpirit, intends to favour the public with a Work 
| 2 as an Antidote againſt Socinianiſm. 
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religion, and its ſuperiority above mere mat- 
ters of ſpeculation, or any doctrinal ſenti- 
ments: that ſo when they come forth into 
the world, they may not ſpend all their fire 
in ſubjects of controverſy, and turn the 
pulpit into a gladiator's ſtage, to the diſguſt 
of thoſe who are not well affected to their 
ſentiments; but may make it their main 
buſineſs to affect the hearts and conſciences 
of their hearers, with the grand indiſputable 
points of Chriſtianity. By this means, they 
who conceive of Orthodoxy as being at vari- 
ance with morality, will be convinced of 
their miſtake, and thug one capital objection 
to it will be removed. If they get poſſeſſion 
of the hearts of their hearers, and bring 
them to ſuch an awful ſenſe of the holineſs 
and juſtice of God, and of the evil of fin, 
as in earneſt to cry, out, What ſball we do to 
be ſaved? they will do more to prevent 
their running into Soeinianiſm than oy all 
the, arguments they, can uſe. 2 
There is one thing more, Which we cannot 
but, think to be of peculiar importance to 
preſerve and propagate evangelical truth in 
our congregations, and that is, a proper at- 
tention in müniſters to the riſing generation. 
| It 
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It is no wonder that young perſons ſhould 
forſake the faith of their anceſtors, and be- 
come a prey to almoſt any errors, if they are 
not inſtructed in the great doctrines of the 
goſpel, and well eſtabliſhed in the belief of 
them, upon ſolid ſcriptural evidence. It is 
not enough that children be taughe the prin- 
ciples of religion, as they are ſet forth in 
any forms of doctrine, however excellent. 
Merely te oblige them to commit to memory 
the anſwers in a Catechiſm, or oſten to repeat 
them, is doing but little. If they. either do 
not underſtand what they thus learn, or do 
not perceive the evidence of its truth, no 
wonder if when they afterwards hear the 
contrary opinions aſſerted with. zeal, and 
maintained with ingenuity, they ſhould eaſily 
be made converts to them. It has been 
found, that none are more- ready to embrace 
the opinions moſt contrary to Orthodoxy, 
than they who in early life implicitly em- 
braced it. And ſo prone are mankihd' to ex- 
tremes, that they who were educated in one 
extreme have run the fartheſt into the oppo» 
ſite. When they come to ſee the infufficient 
grounds on which ſome of their moſt rigid 
opinions were taken up; cow a free exami- 

4 | nation 


46 | Thoughts on the Progreſs | 


nation they often do) it is not unuſual to 
ſuſpe& the truth of the reſt, and preſently to 
paſs through an entire revolution in their 
ſentiments. Let young perſons then be well 
inſtructed, not only in the doctrines them- 
ſelves, which are thought the moſt important, 
but alſo in the evidences of them. And let 
the; oppoſite opinions by no means be kept 
out of their ſight. Give them a fair and 
candid view of the doctrines which you think 
erroneous, and of the arguments urged in 
their favour, that ſo they may “ diſtinguiſh 
% between the things that differ, and prefer 

t thoſe that are the moſt excellent. 
Ihe care of the riſing generation belongs 
not to parents only, but to miniſters alſo; 
who can in no way be more ſerviceable in 
promoting the cauſe of truth, than by a 
diligent endeavour to inſtil it into young 
minds. The great patron of Socinianiſm, it 
is aid, is unwearied in his labours among 
the children and youth of his congregatian ; 
of whom he has ſeveral claſſes, who in great 
numbers attend his catechetical lectures every 
ſabbath. Herein he 1s truly worthy of imi- 
tation. It would be well if many who are 
the moſt forward to condemn his errors, and 
to 
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to complain of his ſucceſs in the propagation 
of them, would imitate his diligence and 
zeal, It is truly lamentable, and indeed 
very aſtoniſhing, that among the miniſters 
who profeſs the warmeſt attachment to the 
orthodox faith, and are conſtantly exclaim- 
ing againſt the errors of the times, there are 
ſo few (eſpecially in the metropolis) who take 
any pains with the children of their ſocieties, 
to inſtruc and eſtabliſh them in the truth. 
Thus have we freely expreſſed our ſenti- 
ments on the cauſes of the late progreſs of 
Socinianiſm, and the moſt effectual methods 
to prevent its further ſpread. We will only 
add, it is our firm opinion, that without 
ſome extraordinary efforts, the cauſe of ra- 
tional Orthodoxy will yet more and more 
decline, and that the Chriſtian world will 
ſoon be divided between Socinians and En- 
thuſiaſts. 
We leave the whole to your ſerious and 
candid conſideration, and are 


1 


Vour obedient Servants, 


— — — — 


TO. 


Tauz Rev.. Ds. P N19 
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Rx v. S fx, | | 
HEN you announced to the publio 
your Sermons on the Chriftian dofirine, 
As received by different denominations of Chriſtians, 
the expectations of many were raiſed high. 
But how much ſoever ſome of your. readers 
may be gratified, in ſeeing the opinions of 
other-perſons expoſed, there are thoſe who 
find themſelves ſomewhat diſappointed, It 
might have been expected, that you ſhould - 
have entered fully into the different explana- | 
tions of the ſeveral ſchemes which are adopted 
by thoſe who are called orthodox, and fairly 
| H © Rated 
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ſtated the arguments which are uſually urged 
got for and againſt them; and that you 
ould allo have given your readets your own 
ppinions, and the grounds on which they 
are built. We are ſorry to find, that in 
reſpect to ſome pie ech you have done 
neither. | * A SH 1 | 
So far, indeed, as you have attacked the 
Socinian ſyſtem, we think your work has 
gteat merit. Vour arguments -in fayour of 
the pre-exiſtence and atonement of Chriſt, | 
will not, we Apprebend, be eaſily refuted, 
by thoſe who are willing to be determined | 
by | the authority of Chriſt and bis Apoſtles ; 
on whoſe {ide we are content to be, whatever 
modern natnes appear on the biker. We 
could wih, hotrever, that you had been 
more explicit" in ſtating your ideas of A Tod E- 
Kent; as, from what you have written, it 
does not appeat in what tanker you ſuppoſe 
the death of Chtiſt to bave operated, Ht 
 oriler to the redetnption of mankind. | 
Aut your: principal defect appears to be X 
what relates to the Trinity, the perſon of 
Chrit, and of the Holy Spitit. Vou pro- 
feſs (p. 95) not to Ktiow what rank Jeſus 
8 n holds in the untere Ane As to the 
HE | H oly 


Holy Ghoſt, we art net «liztle furprized! to 
find you entirely ſibentent oh va N 5: 
1 With reſpect. to the doctrine of the Vai 
mT yz! you content yourſelf with ating one 

fobeme oi it ouly, and that, /perhaps; the leaft 
_ defenſible; and the leaſt generally maintained 
in the preſent day; and thinł ĩt fuffigient to 
pronounce it ſhockingly |abſard;o! This does 


not correfpond with the idea we had bnter= 


tained of Dr. Price's. candour or juſtite. M 
pretend not to be advodates for the Anbuniſian 
Trinity. "We think it to be inconfilterit Both 
with Reaſdn and Scriptute. But we inen 


Dr. Hrioe to pROVRE it to be ſou. 
Howeper, you, Sin, maſt know: thariths a 
dodrine of the Prinity does not depend upon 


the: Atbangſan explanation of it'; and hat 
the re ard other ſchemes which, it is ſuppoſed, 
the ſame objections do not affect. But you 


have not hinted at any of theſe; ; excepting h 
that in 4 Note (p. 93, you' have brieſtylre⸗ 
ferred toꝛone of: thenig as eſpouſed by Dr. 


WarTTs; and that in ſuch a manner, as ft 
to do juſtice to him or to yourſelf, © Tous, 
indeed, eee oft i it en 


aal wr ARA (909361 1 409 3 
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It agrees (you ſay) with Arianjſm, in 
«© the ſtrange doctrine (as Dr. Watts calls it) 
of à THREE-FOLD Deity, conſiſting of 


| | 1 Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, in one 


undivided eſſence; and in maintaining 

that the Saviour who died for us, was 
« a ſuper-angelic Spirit, the firſt of God's 
6c productious, and the limit between him 
and his creatures, and not a mere man, 
« is Athanafians and Socinians ſay. But 
„it differs from Arianiſim in aſſerting a 
octrine which ſeems even more ſtrange 
** than that concerning the Deity which Dr. 
Watts rejected. I mean the doctrine of 
«' a; TWO-FOLD Chriſt, conſiſting of #200 
„ natures in one per ſon; or of two beings 
„ (the ſelf· exiſtent Creator and a creature) 


« made! into one complex being by an in- 


effable union and indwelling, which ren- 
ders all the ſame titles, attributes, and 
« honours, equally applicable to both.” On 


this Nirange-account wm . leave to make a 
few remarks. ;. ,, | ; p/. 


# *& A #4 


1 It appears to us: hats ey that 
Arianiſm maintains a three- fold Deity, 
« conſiſting of Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, 
in one undivided eſſence.“ 2. What fol- 


6 lows, 


* 
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lowsy is inconſiſtent with this, (He i 


83 


genuine Arianiſm) . that the Saviour whs 
died for us was a ſuper-arigelic Spirit cin 
3. If Dr. Watts calls the doctrine bf a threes 
fold Deity a frange dotirine; (as you be. he 
does *) then his ſcheme cannot be ſuppoſed 
to © agree with it.“ 4. He did not'Tptak 
of Chriſt; as a ſuper-angelic' Spirit, but 
maintained that what pre- exiſted before the 
incarnation was a human ſoul, and theteitithis 
ſcheme differed from Arianiſmn. 5. He ſpeaks 
of the union between the Deity and hHüma- 
nity, not as forming a eomplex being, but | 
a complex perſon, to which terni'we appre- 
hend he affixed a different idea.” * e I 
We do not- undertake to defehd- all chat 
Dr. Mans has advanced 'in his later writings | 
on the Trinity; but we apprehend Ege | 
ral idea of the Divinity of Chriſt, as ei. 
fiſting in his intimate union * Deitys, is 
not ſo abſurd as y6u repreſent it. And there 
are other writers Who bavg.maintaing 2 


See in the 4th Vol. of his Works, his Solemy WIS 
ta the Deity. V id. * 4 copy of that remarkable e paper in 
The Life of Dr. Watt, by . Pr. 8. Jobnſen, with Miez, 
where the laſt ſentiments of that eminent divine on this 
ſubject are fairly ſtated, _ > 6 


18 


* 
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is molt diſtipguiſhing is it *, with much 
appearanrn Of resſon, that N cannot but 


think jt deſerved more attention than you 
have beſtqwed upon it. We-wiſh.. patticu- 
larly.'to, refer yu to the Lectures of Pr. 
Panpn pq, wha maintains this Propolition ; 
b God is ſp; united to the derived, nature of 


&e Chriſt, and does ſo. dwell in it, that by 


« yirtyę of that union Chriſt, may be pro- 
76 gexly called God, and ſuch regards become 
% dug to him, as are not due! te any created 


e nature, or mere creature, be it in wie 


55, ever ſo excellent P. 322 
Whether this ſcheme be the true gne or not, 
i would have been a ſatisfaction ta us to have 
{ep it fairly ſtated and examinedz. 
We uhope xour candour will excuſe the 
freedom uſed in theſe remarks, which arg 
made hy ſuch 3s hold your character in high 
aſtj mation, and. have often been entertained 
aud inſtructed hy your writings. 


Wy Beſides Dr. T. Burne I's well knownwork, ſee this 
ſcheme defended, in a late publication, entitled, Feſus 


( . 


Grit the true God, &c. in 2 vols. 12mo. by J. Hopson, 


M. D. — The great Mr. Baxter's laſt Sentiments appoar 
to have been ſimilar. See his Dying Thoughts, p. 280. 


HSE END. 
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US TICE to Dr. Price requires it to be acknow- 

ledged, that ſince the foregoing Letter was printed, 
information has been received of an unhappy error of the 
preſs, in that paſſage of his animadverted upon, p. 52, 
the correcting of which renders ſome of the preceding 
remarks upon the paſſage ſuperfluous, It ſhould be read 
thus, „It agrees with Ariani;ſm in Rejecting the 
<< ſtrange doctrine (as Dr. Watts calls it) of a three-fold 
£ Deity, & e. 

It could not be ſeriouſly thought the learned Writer 
meant what the words expreſſed, But it was ſuppoſed 
that the haſty manner in which he treated the ſubje& of 
this note, occaſioned him to depart from his uſual ac- 


curacy. Inſerting the word “ rejecting” makes the 
ſenſe clear. But it muſt be remarked that Dr. Watts's 
ſcheme did not peculiarly (c agree with Arianiſm,” in re- 

jecting the notion of three real perſons or beings; and 


that he maintained the doctrine of the Trinity, or the 
Deity of Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt, according to 


the explanation of the Nominali/?s, of whom were Mr. 
Baxter, Dr. South, Dr. Wallis, and others, whoſe ſen- 


timents were pronounced orthodox by the Vice-Chancellor 
of Oxford, and the heads of the Colleges and Halls, who 
in the year 1695, at a general meeting at Oxford decreed 
the principles of the Reæaliſis to be heretical and contrary 


to the doctrine of the Church of England. See Ben 


| Mordecai, Let. I. p- 37: 38. 
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